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FOOD STAMP PARTICIPATION OF HIRED FA,RMWORKER FAMILIES.
Leilie Whitener Sinith and Geve Rowe. Economic Development Division, Eco-
nomics, Statistics, and Cooperatives Service, U.S. Department of Agnculture.
AgriculturalEconomic Report NO.403.

ABSTRACT

This report presents a socioeconomic profile If approximately 20),000
hired firmworker families (including 9,000 migrant families) participating in
the Food Stamp Program in November 1975 and identifies vanous fadtors related
to program participation. These families contained approximately 1.1 million
family members, averaging 5.3 members pefamily. Hired farmworker families
were almost twice as likely to partrcipate,in the Food Stamp Program as-all U.S.
familiesFamily income and size, ethnicity, and region were highly associated
with farmworker, family participation. In addition, the socioeconomic charac-
teristics of farmikorker food stamp families digered ,..onsiderabIllfrom those of
all hired firmworker families and all U.S. families receiving food stamps.

KEYWORDS Hired farmworkers:Food Stamp Program, Low income, Hispanic
farmworkers, White farmworkers, Black and Other farmworkers,
Migratory farmworkers, Employment.
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.PRiFACEI

This report was prepared at the request of the U.S. Department Of. Agri-: culture's Food and Nutrition Service (FNS). FNSadministers the Food StampProgram authorized by the Food. Stamp Act of 1964. (P.I.,.88-525) and itsamendments. The program. is designed to safegualtthe haltli and well-being ofthe Nation's. population and raise -levels of nutrition among low-income house-holds by providing an income supplement to economically needy families. TheprOgram allows low-income households to purchase a. nutritionally adequate dietthrough normal channels of trade. Becguse of the_gbnerally low income of hiredfarmworkers, food stamp assistance is an important addition to the ecodornicand nutritional status of these workers and theft. pnilies. Thus, detailed infor-mation is needed on the sociodemographic chaircteristics
and special ecolzornicprobleIns of this population group.

The Economics, Statistics, and Cooperatives Service of the U.S. Depart-ment of Agriculture sponsors an annual survey of hired'farmworkers conductedby the Bureau of the Census. The 1975 survey was utilized to collect informa-tion on farrnworker families who participated in the Food Stamp Plogram inNovember 1975. tit

J
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SUMMARYr

Although farmworker
families rank as one pf the most economically disad-

vantaged 1.1.S. population groups; only about 10_percentof them participated in

the Food Stamp Program in November 1'975, ,the periOd of this study. These

207,000 hire farmworker families receiving food stamps contained 1.1 million

members,family embers, averaging 53 members Per family.
c-

.

This low rate of participation in the program was significantly higher than

the 6-percent
participatioArate of all U.S. families-in that month. The greater

use of food stamps among hired farmworker families is probably due to their

lower economic status compared to others. However, several other factors, in-

cluding ethnicity and region, were also associated with this increased participa-

tion.
Actording to the program eligibility criteria, most families with income be-

low $5,000 havingipx or more members would probably be eligible to partici-

pate in the program. However, only 59 ercent of all U.S. families and 50 per=

cent of hired farmworker families at these levels received stamps in November

1975. Several factors may have influenced this nonparticipation, including own-

ership of assets,in excess of program eligibility levels, lad? of knowledge about

the program, transportation probletht, inadequaie 'resolfreii to meet purchase

requirements, and negative individual attitudes discouraging participation.

Hispanic and Black and Other families, southern Ksidents; and nonmiira-

%
to amilies'were more likely to participate than other firmworker families. Par-

ticipa ion rates were highest among the largest families with the-lowest income.

While families headed by a farmworker are generally considered to be

more .economically disad,vantaged than other farmworker families, these two

'groups were, equally as likely to participate in the program. Differences in

family size help to explain.thit:Whilelionfamiworker-headed
families tended to

have Aligher incomes than families headed by a farmworker, they algo had large./

families. Other, factors could also be operating to encourage participaron of

farmworker-headed
families while depressing

participation of the other families.

All three groups examined.--farmworker
families, farmworker food stamp

families, and U.S. food stamp famil4sdiffer in their socioeconomic composi-

tion. In terms of family income and ethnicity,.farmworker Nod stamefamilies

appear to be morelike all food stamp families. In terms Of region and family

size, fannworker fOo'd stamp families more closely resemble hired farmworker

families. These differences in composition suggest that different subg4-oups of

food stamp families,
including, for example, the elderly, minorities, and perhaps

other occupational groups, havOdistinct characteristics
and attitudes which may

affect their participatipn in the Food :tamp Program. Additional research on

these groups may suggett means of inedasing the usefulness of the,progpm for

many cif these economi6ally needy people.
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FOOD STAMP PARTICIPATION OF HIRED
FARMWORKER FAMILIES

' Leslie*Whitener Smith, Sociologist
+ Gene Rowe, Agricultural Statistician

q : INTRODUCTION )

This reRort presents a socioeconomic profile of hired farmworker families
participating in the Food Stamp Program in November 1975 and identifies vari-
ous factors related to program participation. Various lc haracteristics, ihcludipg
family income and size, ethnicity, and region, among others, are examined
through comparative analyses-of farmworker families, ffrmworker food stamp
families, and U.S. food stamp Mines. This study investigates three major qtieg-
tions: 311P- ..

(1) Are hired farmworker families more likely than other U.S. fam-
ilies to participate in the Food Stamp Program?

(2) What are the socioeconomic characteptics of hired farmworker
. families participating m the program? . ''

(3) Are these attributes unique to the ,farmworker population or .

common to all food stamp families?

Throughout its history , the Food Stamp Program has often generated con-
troversy over administrative procedures and adequacy Of program coverage (3,
5).1 Increased concern over program evaluation and reform has led to a greater
need for detailed descriptive data on the characteristics of food stamp partici,
pants (21). Recent studies (2, 14, 20, 21) have examined the socioeconomic.at-
tributes of all food stamp recipients, but little research has been done on selected
subpoptilations and their participation ip the food Stamp Program. This study
takes a step toward filling that research gap.

Hired farmworkers are often identified as a.low-skilled riovrmcome occupa-
i.

tional grilp with particular problems and needs stemming in part from the sea-
sonality and changing,nature of agriculttYral work,(8, 10, 25). They are one of
the few occupational groups designated for special assistance under Federal legis-
lation. The rules and regulations of Title Ill of the Comprehensvie Employment
and Training Act (CETA),of 1974 state:

"It is the purpose of Title III, Section 303 of the Act to provide man-
power and other services for those individuals who suffer chronic
seasonal unemployment and underemployment in the agriculture in-
dustry, which has been substantially affected:by recent advances in
technology and mechanization.,These individuals constitute a sub-
stantial portion of the Nation's rural manpower problem and sub:
stantially affect the entire national economy" (24):

. .

'Italicized number's in parentheses refer to references.

..
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,Because of their generally low-income status, hired fapnworkers seldom

have the opportunity or resources to improve their lifestjle or prepare for higher

paying job alternatives:Thus, food stamp assistance is important to the economic
and nutritional stastusiof many hued farmworkers and thei;

Information on the characteristics of these families and the factors related
to their participation in ,the Food Stamp Program will b; useful in program
evaluation and will contribute to an understanding of the relevancy of this pro
gram for a subpopulation of the working poor.

The Data

. Most of the data used in this study were obtained in December 1975 from
the annual Hired Farm Working Fume survey conducted for the Economic Re

search Service, U.S. Department o( Agriculture, by the Buread of the 'Census as

a supplementary part of the Current Population Survey (CPS). This sample in-

cludes coverage in each State and the District of ColuMbia, although it-does not
include Puerto Rico or other U.S. territories, and possessions where the Food
Stamp Program operates. Information was collected from approximately 47,000

sample households of which about 1,300 contained persons doing hired farm -

work. Weighted sample results are expanded to give estimates of the totalscivilian
noninstitutional U.S. population. Addition& data on food stamp families were
obtained from the regular part of the December CPS.2

Data in this report are the _results of an exploratory approach to gaining
insights on hired farmworker families and their participation in the Food Stamp
Program. Caution should be taken when interpreting these data ssince many 'are
based on a relatively small number of sample cases. Sta and errors were corn-

pined for point estimates, all statements of comparison appe i e text ot
this paper, but not necessarily in the tables, are significant at the 2.0 standard

error (95 percent) lever unless otherwise indicated.3

/rDefinitions and Te

Food Stamp Program Eligibility Requirements

, The Food Stamp Program offers assistance to economically needy families

by providing them with an income supplement ;through the issuance of food cou-

po.ns. These compons are redeemable for food at a value greater than their pur-

chase price. To be eligible f9 food stamps, families must either receive public

assistance .or Supplemental Seturity Income (SSI), or be below federally estab-
lished-maximum income and resource requirements. In November 1975, these

1About 875,000 U.S. families (1 percent of the total) and 12,000 hired firmworker families
(less than 1 percent) did not respond to the food stamp question. These families were ex-

eluded from the following analysis.

3For in ore information on ;ample design and reliability of estimates, see appendix B.

8
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monthly maximum levels ranged from 3215 for a one-person family to $926
fora family of eight.4 The amount of assistance provided to families through
the program's provisions varies inversely with famrly income relative to farm!)
size. For example, as of November 1975, the maximum monthly amount of
food (tamps available for purchase was _S...48 for a.une-person family and $278
for an eight-person family. Families with very low or no income received their
stamps free. Food stamp families include all families who participated in the'
Food Stamp Pogram during November 1975, the month preceding the survey .,

month. Participation in the prpgram was .determined from response to the
following question:

°Did you' or any other person now living here receive or purcha
government food stamps lap month, that is during November?"

Thus, data here refer only, to families who reported receiving food stamps in
November.5 Comparable data for other months were not avaLble..Consequently,
this study does not measure seasonal variation in farmworker Wally pap4ipa-
tion or length of time farmworker families received food stamps.6

.

and monthly cotipon allotment
1975 were:

Monthly coupon allotment

4The maximum allowable net monthly income standards
family size fot the Food Stamp Program in November

. r,
Size Monthly allowable income

Dollars'

215 48
2 300 90

427 128
4 540 162-,
S 640 192
6 740 222
7 833 250
it) 926 278

Each additional member +73 +22 -

by

Poi further information on Food Stamp Program eligibility Cntena and maximum levels of
assistance, see (1-7, 19).

5More recent data on the food stamp participation 01 farm worker families are not available.
However, there is Hide reason to believe that variations in participation or charactenstics of.
these families since 1975 would significantly change the findings and conclusions of this re
port.

6Estimates of food stamp families derived from the CPS consistently fall below figures pub-
fished by the Food and Nutrition Service of the U.S. Department of Agricitlture (21. For ex-
ample, the riumber of families participating in November 1975 iwas estimated at 4,387,000
by the CPg: This was 84 percent of the 5,250,000 families reported by USDA as receiving
food stamps in that month in the United States and the District of Columbia. Part of this
variation is due to differing definitions of "families" used by USDA and the CPS (see 6, 14),
Differences in numbers may also be attributed in part to errors of response and nonreport-
ing on the CPS.

if C
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Family Income
Family income

money income of the
of age and over who we
come, includes wages an
dividends, interest, rent,
received by members of
view. This represents the L
tiong for personal taxes, so
of family income is similar
Program (table)). However,
on gross monthly income less

According to Food Sta
number of household expendit
fore it is used to determine eligi
members under age 18,10 perLe
exceed S30), mandatory payroll
excess of Sr°, tuition and,.mandat
employment, court ordered suppu
usual expenses, and shelter costs
other deductions are claimed. De Le
enough to allow determination of
family income as discussedA this repo
fore deductions were made.? The ave
household was about $77 in September

s defined in this stucty represents the combined total
mlly head plus the income of all of his relatives 14 years
e family members at the time of the Survey. Family in:

salaries, net income from bvsiness or farms pensions,
cial security peyments, and any other4noney income
e family during the 12-month period prior to inter-
mbined money income of the family before deduc-
al security, bonds, and other items. This definition
o gross household income under the Food Stamp
ligibility for participation in the program is based
eductions allowed under the program.

p Program regulations, families may deduct
es from their total familygnonthly income be-
ll*. These deductions include the earnings of
t of the earnings of the adult members (not to
eductions, union dues, total medical costs in
ry educational fees, child care necessary for

and atirnonymtayments, various other un-
excess of 30 percent of income after all
ber CPS income data were not detailed
ductible expenditures per family. Thus,
t represents the family's groks income,be-

ge amount of deductions claimed per
975. (20).

Hired Farmworker Faniilies
Hired farmworkers included all per ons. 14 years of age and over in the

-civilian nonintitutional population who did farmwork for cash wages or salary
at some time during 1975, even if only for 1 d'ay. This work included produc-
tion, h rvesting, and delivery of agricultural commodities, as well as management
of a f if done-for Lash wages. Exchange work, work done by family members
without pay, custom work, or work done exclusively fdr pay in kind were not

, iicluded. A farmwurker fami4 was defined as any family with a member 14
years of age and over who did any hired farmVork-eltiring the year 8

7The money rwome level of families shuwn in this repurt may be somewhat understated.
Income data are based un the respundent's estimate of tutal family money income for the
preceding 12 muntts coded in bruad, fixed incume intervals. Previous research has shown
that the use of bruadancume intervals tu record muney income tends to reduce the rate of
nonrepurting while increasing the likelihuyd that the amuunts repurted will be significantly
understated as compared with results from more detailed qUestions (/5).

8The survey huusehuhil urisisted of all peuple living and eating together in family style and
shanng commun space and facilitieS. Huwever, the unit of analysis in this report is the fain
dy, and thus, any 6-uusehuld members tu th head are excluded from the analysis.
Singleperson households were designat as families.

10_



Table I Comparisob of family income definitions used
in the December CPS and thciood Stamp Program

Sources used to determine family income

CPS
Food Stamp

Program

1. !Roney' &Om wages and salaries

Net income from nonfarm self-employ
ment

Payments from social s rity,
railroad retirement, unemploy-
meni compensation, annuities,
and workmen's compensation

Public assistance or welfare
payments

Regular contributions from
persons norliving in the
household

, Support and alimony

Scholarships, education grants,
fellowships, and veterans' A

educational benefits

Rents, dividends, interest,
and royalties

Compensation for services

Net income from self-employment, i.e.
gross income minus the cost of

--producing

Payments from annuities, pensions, re-
tirements, and disability benefits,
veterans benefits, workmen's compen-
sation, social security, and strike
benefits\N?

Public assistance benefits

Payments made rhi behalf of a house-
hold by persons not members of that
household

Support and alimony

Scholarships, education grants,
fellowships, and veterans'
educanorcbenefits

Rents, dividends, interest, and
royalties

Jr
Organization of the Report

The first part of this report examines differences in food stamp participa.
flop between all U.S. families and farmworker families, and suggests reasons for
vartion. The second part presents a socioeconomic profile of farmworker fam-
ilies receiving food stamps in November 1975 and makes comparisons with the
larger body of hired farmworker families. Finally, selected characteristits of
farmtOorker food Stamp families are compared with:those of all food stamp
families to determine variations in composition amoTng these groups. More de
tailed data on the characteristics and food stamp partiiipation of families are
presented in appendix A. These tables,, for the most part, are organized by ethnic
group, family income, and other selected characteristics to provide additional in-
formation useful for program review and evaluation. Appendix B contains a
discussion of the survey coverage and r iability of estimates.

5



.4,
HIRED FARMWORKER FAMILIES

AND THE FOOD
) -1
STAMP PROGRAM

Economic Status of Hired Farmworker Families

In 1975, there were approximately 2 million families in the United States
cdtintaming at least one hired farmwurker This group of families is one uf.several
economically disadvantaged groups in the Nation. The median fan-lily income of
hired -fannworker families in 1975 was 58.522, about 72 _percent orthar of all
U.S families (11.800)

However, if family Income is,tu be useful as an indivtur of economic well-

..
being, income levels must be examined in relation to family sae. Farmyrker
families tend to be much larger than all families, these differences in family size
can further complicate the problems of low income. For example, of those.. farm-
worker families receiving income below 55,000, the majority (54 percent) had at
Feast three members and almost # fifth cotained six mei-fibers or more (table 2).
In contrast, the majority of all U.S. families at this income level contained only
one or two members. Farmworker fannlies tended to be larger than all U.S. fam-
ilies at ,the higher income levels as well. Tilts, hired farmworkerIamilies in gen-.
eral are triurc economically disadvantaged than all U.S. families in terms of fam-
ily income and size. .

Food Stamp Participation Rates

These differentials in ecunumie-status suggest tliat hired farmworkinam7
ilies ex rience greater economic need than other U.S. families and that food
stamp participation rates9 for this group should ier fore be higher. Data from
tills study indicate that farmwurker families p. ticipated in the program at a

greater Sate than all families. About 207,000 fa eit families, or 10 percent
of the to al, received food Stamps in November 1975, L. pared to the 6-percent
participat n rate of all U.S. families (table 2). Thus, fa worker families were
almost ce as likely,to participate-in therpro ram as all U.S. families.

Mu h of this increased participation is probably to the lower economic
status of larmworker families compared to utkeTc: everal other factors, includ-
mg ethnicity and" region of residence were also associated with this increased
participation. Hispanics, Blacks and Others:1° and-southern families were more
likely to participate in the Foiid Stamp Program than..other family groups
(table 3). This was true for both the-total and the farmworker population. How-

,

ever, Black-and.Ctther farmwurker families were 1.5 times as likely to participate
as all Black and Oilier families. Southern farmworker families were 2.5 times

9The Faid. Stamp Prkigram participation rate is the pdikentage of the popilation group re
ceivingifood stamps.

1°The somewhat awkward phrasing of "Black and Others" ipused to keep the text con-
sistent with the population classifications utilized in this study. See footnote 3, table 3 for

<ethnic categories.

r
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Table 2-Food Stamp-Program participation rates for all U.S.
families and hired fartnworker families by Tamily

income and size, November 1975

4.6

Family income
andrsize

4'

U.S:
Hired

farmworker familres2

161Rber
Portion

of
group

Particip4tion
rate'

Nurribp
Portion

6f
, group

Participation
rate

Total

Less than S5,000:
. 1

2
3
4
5
6 or more

$5000-7,499:

2
3
4
5
6 or more

S 7,500- 9,999:
1

2
3
4 -'
5
6 or more

510,000 or more:
1

2
3
4
5

or more

No answer on
income .

1/4

(

Mil. 'Percent - Thous, Percent
.

72.1 - 6.1 1,999' - 10.4

15.5 100 20.4 504 Id0 24.4
7:2 47 11.2 79 16 10.1
4.3 29 17.3 155 30 12.3
1.6 10 36.6 810 16 25.9,,
1.0 6 38.8 58 12 34.5

.5 3 46.7 39 8 (4)

.7 5 59.0. 91 18 49.5

9.3 100 6.5 342 100 0.5
2.4 26 .9 26 8 (4)
3.3 34 2.6 58 17 3.4
1.4 45 5.5 ' 70 20 2.9
1.0 11 12.4 55 16 10.9

.6 6 '-) 15.6 45 13 (4)

.7 8 33.6 87 26 33.3 Is

7.5 100 2.8 238 100 10.5'
1.6 20 .4 12. 5 (4)
2.4 31 1.2 38 16 (4)
1.5 20 1.9 54 22 , 3.7
1.1 15 3.9 ``' 45 1,9 (4)

.5 7 4.4 36 16 (4)

.5 7 16.9 23 12.7
s

32.9 100 .7 807
k

10u 1.0
3.5 11

..)3
14 2 (4)

8.8 27 3 93 12 2.2
6.7 20 .6 134. F7 -
7.1 224''' .5 183 23
4.5 15 .6 148 18 -
1.4 5 3.0 234 28 2.6

6.9

\ I 1

107

'Excludes 875,000 fames whose food stamp status was unknown. ,

i2Excludes 12,000 far orker families whose food stamp status was unknown.,

'PortiCiPation rate is fined4as the pert.entage of population group receiving food
..

centages not shown wherebase is less than 50,000.

N A Numbers may not add t totals duc to rounding. See appendix tables 2 and 3 for
additional information.

7.13
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more lik y to receive food stamps than were dici counterparts in the total
populati . Since the majority of Black and Pther farmworker families were 1p-
catd e South, these combined factors may be contributing to the higher

.

participa 'n rate of farmworker families in general. .

Ta 3Food Stamp Program participation rates of selected groups of
U.S. families and hired farmworker fimilies, November 1,75

Selected groups

U S. families'
Hired farmworker

families2

Number
Participation

rate
Partsfipation

Number rate

Thousands Percent Thousands ' Percent

Tptal, 72,113 6.4 1,999 ' 10.4

.
Ethruc.group:'

White 60,482 3.7 1,538 6.1

Hispanic 3,206 16.7 166 18 7

Black and other §,426 -18 8 296 27.4

Region
Northeast' 16.603 6.5 183 9.3

Ncirth Central , . 19,140 4.9 550 2.2

South 23,028 7.3 788 17.7

West 13,342 "5.1 478 7.9

'Excludes 875,000 famies whose food stamp status was unknowrt

. 2 Excludes 12,000 farmworker families whose food stamp status was unknown.

3Hispanic refers to all those who identified themselves as Mexican American, ChicanO, Mexi-
can, Mexican.), Puerto Rican, CubanrCentral or South American; or 'other Hispanic White
refers to White persons other than those of Hispapic origin Black and Other includes Blacks.
Indians, Chinese. Japanese, and others not of Hitpanic origin, For simplicity of presentation,
,these mutually exclusive groups are termed Hispanic, White, and Black and Other.

A ,

NOTE. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding. See appendix tabled and 7 for

additional information.

Food stamp participation rates also varied by family income and size. M

expected, the participation of farmworker famiries decreased consistently as in-
conk levels increased. About 24.percent of all farmworker families receiving in-

comes ot less than $5,000 participated in the program while 1 percent of families
with incomes of $10,000 or more received food stamps. These same declining

rates were seen for all U.S. families. The highest participation rate among both

groups of families toccurred for those families receiving incomes less than $5,000

with six or more rrkmbers(table 2).
The participation rates of farmwor hd. all U.S. families did not differ

significantly from each other by family size and income categories, with one ex-
ception. Farmworker families receiving an income of $7,500 to $9,999 with six

or more members were much more likely than all families at this level to par-

ticipate in the program. (Differe es are significant at the 90-percent cora

8
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dence level.) While exact family size cannot be precisely determined, it is likely
that these farmworker families were larger than all U.S. families at this level.
Larger family size would, of course, have a negative effect on the adequacy of
available income for family suppott. , .

This study was not designed to estimate the number of families who are
eligible to receive food stamps under the program, criteria but who do not par-
ticipate. However, another examination of ilata in table 2 suggests that a large

number .of economically needy families are not participating in the program.
According to program eligibility cnterja, virtually all families with incomes
below $5,000 and six or more family members should be eligible based on in-
come criteria alone, Wlulg this group of families has the highest participation'
rate of any other family size and income grolip, only 59 percent of all US.
families and 50 percent of farmworker families at this size and income level
received food stamps (table 2).

Some of these families will not be eligible to participate oven though their
family income and size meet the Food Stamp Program income criteria. Program
regulations such as maximum allowable resources (assets), for example, can limit
participation. One recent study estimate's that about 13 percent of all households
eligible by income criteria are not eligible because of the amount of owned
assets (6). Work registration requirements can also exclude some low-income

J
families from participation. Other factors may include lack of knowledge about
the program, inadequate resources to meet purchase requiregients (7, 27); trans-

portation problems (4), hthited participation in other public assistance programs
(14), and negative attitudes toward welfare programs and the Federal Govern-

''ment (26). Additional research, is needed to determine the effects of these fac-
... tors on farmworker family . participation. Once identified, barriers to food

stamp partiopation for-ell families and subgroups of the population can be ef-
fectively addressedlt the appropriate level of operation.

SOCIAL AND KONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF
FARMWORKER FOOD STAMP FAMILIES

The following section examines. variations in socioeconomic characteristics
of hired farntworker families and those farmworker families receiving food
stamps in November 4075 The.examination anters un differences in family in-
Lome and size, ethniuty , region, family composition, and migrant status. Data
on these tharatteristics pan be an important input into the planning, operation,
and evaluation of the Food Stamp Program, as well as other programs designed
to assist low-income farmworker families.

Family Income and Size .

The majority (60 percent) of farmworker families participating in the
Food Stamp Program in November 1975 received a family income under $5,000,

e 9
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less thy 5 percent had family incomes of $10,000 or more. This finding directly
contradicts recent charges that large numbers of middle inLome families have

,

been participating in the Fo9d Stamp Progiam. Several independent studies have
also found that the majority of food star familie's receive gross inLumes below
$5,000 (5, 20).

The l'owincome stafus of these farmworker ftud stamp families is further .
complicated by a generally larger fam y size. Of those families receiving less than
$5,000 in income, over a third had at east six Ambers. Families with incomes
ozer $5,000 were even larger, about 67 ercent had six menfbers.or more.

Hired farmworker food stamp families hays smaller incomes and larger
. .

families dip all farmworker families. While almost half of the food stamp fam-
ilies had at least six members, only 25.percent of all hired farmworker families
were this large. Also, in 1975, the median family income of farmworker food
stamp families was $4,289, about half that of the entire hired farmworker fam-
ily group ($8,522)..

Ethnic Group

Hispanic and Black and Other farmworker families had higher food stamp
participation rates thou White families." 1 Hispanics were three times as 'likely
to participate as were White families, Blacks and others were over four times as
likely to receive stamps (table 3).

Of the 207,000 hired farmworker families participating in the program
in November 1975, 46 percent were White, 15 percent wire Hispanic, and 39
percent were Blacks and Others. This distribution differed significantly from
the ethnic distribution of all hired farmworker families. Of the apprOximare
2 million farmworker families in 1975, the majority (77 percent) were White,
8 percent were Hispanic, and 15 percent were Blacks and Others. Other studies
have also found that Blacks and Hispanics are consistently overrepresented in
the ranks.of the poor (1, 11, 16).

) Minority farmworker famjjies in general are more economically disadvan
ta4ed than White farmworkej families. This explains in larg' part the greater par
ticipation of those families. In 1975,White farmworker families received a me ian
fainily income of over $10,000, compared with $5,939 for Hispanic and $4 9

foi Black and Other families. Also, only 22 percent of the White farmwor r

families had six or more members compared with 45 perLept of the Hispanic and
31 percent of the Black and Other families (table 4). In addition, heads of mi
nority farmworker families, whether they performed formwork or nut, completed
fewer years ofrschooling than White family heads. In 1975, heads of White fam-,
flies had completed a median of 12.5 years of school compared with 6.1 year
for Hispanic heads and 8.91sr Black and Other heads. cower eduLation levels
of minority heads an restrict opportunities to move into higher paying jobs and
limit opportunities t,9 improve the family's economic status.

11See footnote 3, table

. 16
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Table 4Distribution of hire worker families and farmworker
. food stamp f es by ethnic gioup and selected

chars teristics, November 1975

it Characteristics

Number of families

44

family income:
Less than $1,000
S1,000-2,999
$3,000-4,999

5,000-7,499
$7,500-9,999

I $10,000 and over
No answer'.

Size of family: ?
1

2
3
4 *

5
6 or more

Hired farmworker families1 Farmworker food stamp families

White2

Minorities

White2

MiAoritits

Total
'

Hispanic2
Black
and

Other2
Total Hispanic2

Black
and

Other2

Thopsands

'1,538 462 166 296 94 112 31 81

Percent

* 100 100 100 100 100 100 3 100
4,1 4 1 2 6' 6, 4 6

6 21 13: 26 19 29 30
12 22 22 22 30 29 35
14 25 31 22 21 23 16
13 10 , II 9 17 , 8 , 7
48 13 17 10 5 4 2

6 5 4 5 2
34\4(7 4

100 100 100 100 100 100 -- 3 100
5 11 8 14 2 6" + ,5.

19 14 7 18 19 5 , 7
19 18 1§ 17 15 10 11
204 11 10 12 16 13 16
15 9 11 - 8 12 5 , 7

: 22 37 45 31 36 61 54

lExdudds 12,000 families whet food stamp status was unknown.
2See footnotd 3, table 3, for nic categories.

h'ercentages not shown ere base number is less th.an sd,000.

NOTE. Numbeis- ay not add to totals due to rounding. See appendix tables 3 through 7
for additional iinfottion on ethnic groups.

Income levels did not differ significantly among the various ethnic groups
of farmworker food stamp families. But minority families were significantly
larger thap White families, thus reducing per capita income. About 84 percent
of the minority families contained at least six members while only 36 percent of
the White families had six members or more.

Region

The largest proportion (39 percent) of hired farmworker families were lo-
cated in the South and, in generalltyse families had lower incomes than farm-
worker families in other regions (table 5). In 1975,41 percedt of the farmwofker
families residing in the South had family incomes below $5,000, compared with



-
about 15 percent ,in each of the other regions.12 The median family inc fot,

farmworker families in. the South was $5,912 compared with $9,439 inl
and over $10,000 in the Northeast and North Central regions. This study as well

as others- (22, 23), confirMs that the South's population, compared to other

regions, contains a disproportionately large share of low-income people

Table 5-Distribution of hired farmworker families and farmworker food
stamp families by region, family income,and

ethnic group, November 1975

Family income and
° ethnic group

HireAimworker familics! farmworker food stamp families'

South Non-South South° I NA-South

4'hous. Pct. Thous. Pct Thous Pat. Thous Pct

..Family income 788 100 1,211 100 140 100 67 100

I ...en than $1,000
1,000-2,999

24
142 18 43

i
4

6
44

4
31

5

6

7
9

. S3,000-4,999 159 20 125 10 47 34 15 22

55,000-7,499 135 17 207 17 24 17 22 33

57,500-9,999 84 10 156 13 13 9 13 19

$10,000 or more 204 27 604 50 2 1 7 10

No answer .42 5 65 5 5 4

Ethnic group:2 788 100 1,211 100 140 100 67 100

White 471 60 1,068' 88 44 31 51

Hispanic 66 8 100 8 20 14 12 18

252 32 43 4 '71 55 5 7Black and other

, !Excludes 12,000 farmworker families whose food stamp status was unknown

2See footnote 3, table 3 for ethnic categories. °

NOTE. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding See appindix table 1 for,additional
information.

-Because of the greater concentration of low-income farmworker families
in the South., one would expect higher food stamp participation rates for farm-
worker families in this region, In NovVmber 1975, the participation' rate for
farmworker families in the South was 18 percent -more than twice the'rate of
any other region. About/ 68 percent of all farmwOrker families receiving food

staipps were located in the South (table 5). Even among a generally low-income

group such, as food stamp families, regional differendes in income persisted.

About 69 percent of the southern farmworker families receiving food stamps

12The States included in each of the four regions are as follows: Northeast -Maine, New
Hampshire, Vermont Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, Pennsylvania*
and New Jersey, North Central -Qhio, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, Michigan, Minnesota,
Iowa, Missouri, North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, and Kansas; South -Maryland,
Delawar, Districr,of Columbia, Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina,
Georgia, Florida, Kent-deity TennesseeAlabama, Mississippi, Arkansas, Louisiana, Okla-
homa, and Texas, and West -Montanai.14/yoming, Idaho, Colorado, INIkav Mexico, Utah,
Arizona, Nevada, Washington, Oregon, California, Hawaii, and Alaska.

12
1 8



had. ily incomes below $5,000, compared with only 38 percent of the com-
bined non-sdpthirn regions)3,

A number of factors contribute to the Southiiiigh food stamp partici-
pation rates. Wages are generally low in the South and th' region has often been
described as having lower quality and limited quantiti of public services, in-
cluding health care, education, vocational training, huu n and some welfare
programs (18, 23), thiis providing fewer opportunities to im rove income ur ob-
tain needed assistance. In addition, a large proportitn j40 pe

are

of the farm-
worker families in this region are minority 'families who are generally more
economically disadvantaged than other families.

--\

Migrant Farmworker Families

Labor Itletnand in some areas intensifies during peak periods of agncul-
tufa! activity. If this demand cannot be met by local wo'tkers, migrant labor
is often recruited. Wilde some migrant workers return' home immediately after
completing one or t shat-term jobs, others travel greater distances to take
additional farm jobs. A migrant farmworker includes any person 14 years of
.age and over who left home overnightgto do farmwork in a different county or
State with the intention of eventually returning home.

In 1975, there were 143,000 U.S. farmworker families (7 percent of the
total) with at least, one member o did migratory farmwork during the year.
The social and economic pro ems of migrant farmworkers and their families
are well known (8, 12, 25), and this group of families is-often described as one
of the most impoverished groups in the Nation.

The family income ma size of migratory families did riot differ signifi%

cantly from all hired farmworker families. About 25 percent received incomes
of less than $5,000. They had a mediacifamily income of $8,607 and averaged
3.7 members per family compared to $8,522 and 4.1 members per family for
all hired farmworker. families. (Table6 presents data on the combined family
income and gig intervals forhigrant farmworker

However?' increased travel costs, job insecurity, -limited access, to com-
munity services while traveling, and poor living conditions while in tcan ac-
centuate the low-income problerith of Migratory farmw-orker families.

About 9,000 ors.6 percent of all migrant families participated in the Food
Stamp Program hi Noy inber compared with 11 percent of all nonmigratory
families (significant at the 90"-percent confidence level). The small number ofe,
sample in this study would not allow a more detailed examination of
factors related to the participation of migrant families in the program. But
additional data on this group of farmworker families are provided in appendix
tables 8 through 12.

The food stamp participation late of migrants may vary throughout- the
year. During winter months, many migrants are in thee{ home bases where they

13The Northeast, North Central, and Western regions were combined to provide data cells
sufficiently large for comparisons.
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have greater access to assiitance from family and friends dnd sometimes more
stable ertiployment. While, traveling to do farmwork at other times of the year,

their economic problems may be ore severe due to increased living expenses
and job insecurity. Over a third o the migrants in 1975 traveled over 1,000
miles to do farmwork, not inclu ing distance to return home (table 7). Food

stamp participation could be hi er at these times of greater eonomic need
Other factors, including lack of in rmation, transportation problims, or short,
duration of time spent in one loca Ion, could also be operating to depress the

,food stamp participation of these workers and their families.

Table 6Mightory farmworker families by family
income and size, 197,5

Family income

Size of family

Total 1 2 3 4 5
6 or
more

Thousands

Total: , 143 10 33 25 28 17 30

Less than $1,000 4 2 1

S1,00042,994. X18 8 11 '2 5

S3,000- $4,999 14 2 4 2 1 4

55,00047,499 25 2 2 . 3 :8 5 5

S7,50049,999 20 2 10 4 , 3 2

S10,000 or more 58 2 11 10 15 8 13

No answer 4 2 I 1

NOTE. Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding. See appendix tables 8 through 12
for additional information on migrant families.

Characteristics of Family Members

Approximately 1,1 million farmwotker family members participated in
the Food Stamp Program in November 1975, averaging 5.3 members per
family. These _members accounted for 13 percenoof all farmworker family
members. A large proportion of these were dependents. About 39 percent
were children under the age of 14,years, another 2 percent were 65 years of age
and over. In comparison, these two dependent groups comprised only 29 per-
cent of all farmworker family members in 1975. Over two-thirds of the de-
pendents in food stamp families were in minority families, 49 percent were in
families receiving less than $5,000 in family income. 0 1

Farmworker food stamp families were more often headed by a' femal
than were all farmworker families. Approximately 29 percent of the farmworker
food stamp families were headed by women, compared with only 10 percent
of all hired farmworker families in 1975. Wfile Black and Other families ac-

Lcounted, for a large proportion of the female headed food stamp families, there
was a higher incidence of female heads among A ethnic groups of farmworker
food stamp families.

4P
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Table 7Distance traveled by inigra t farmworkers

to do farniWork, 197

Mlles traveled Total migrant
Jarniworkers

Family heads
Other family

members 14 years
and over

Thous. Pct. Thous. Pct. fhous.. Pct.

Total: 188 100 81 100 107 / 100
Less than75 37 -20 21 27 16 15

75-499 72 40 33 41. 39 38
500-999 12 6 5 6 , 7 7

1000.1,499, 26 14 12 15 14 13

1,500-1,999 13 ' 7 5 6 8 7

2,000 or more 26 13 4 ,5 ' 22 20

NOTONumlltrs may not add to totals due to rounding..
;. .10

Farmworker fond stamp families contained 293,000prsons who did forth- ;.
work at some time dunng the year, accounting for 27 percent of the family mem-
bers. These farmworkers comprised 1.1 percent of the t9tal hired farm work foice
of 1975. S ty-one percent of these wcf.rkers were irbt in the labor force most
of the year but instead were keeping holg'e or attending school; Only 20 percent
Cited farmwork as their year's principal . These findings were similar to
those oE all hired farmworkers. - z

The largest prdportion of tzinworkers in food 'stamp families did farm-4
work for less than 25 days during, the year, 13 percent worked150 days or more
at farmwork. In comparison, onsfifth of all farmworkers did 150 days or more.
(Differences are sikilificantot the 90-percent lev,e1.)

. Farn\work Status of Family Head

In 1975, about half of the 2 million hired farmworker families in the
United States were headed by d person who did farmwoik at some lime during
the year. The femaining families contained a.family inembet other than the head
who did farmwork. While these two groups were equally represented among
farmworker families, the characieristics of each varied significantly.

Families headed by a farmworker appear to be more economicallj, disad-
vantaged. than others. About 37 percent of farmworker-headed families had
family in-comes of less than $5,000 compared with only 14 percent of nonfarm -
worker- headed families (table 8). This lower, economic status of Jarmworker-
headed families were due in part to the family's greater dependence on the family
head's earnings since he is largely responsible for family support. A large part
of these earnings was from relatively low paying farm jobs. In contrast, many
farmworkers who were not heads worked for a gull amount of supplemental
earnings -end were no/ responsible for the major share of family support. A
large proportion of these were students .and housewiyes'who did farmwork
for a few weeks during the year. Their families, in most cases, received the bulk' IT
-of family incornl, from the earnings of the family head employed in nonfarm

V

activities or from other sources.

2
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Table 8 Distribution of hired farmworker families and farmworker food stamp
families by farmworker status,ot head and selected

characteristics, Novenfber 1975

.
Selected .

Characteristics

Hired farmworkbr families' Earmworker food stamp families-

At 'Headed by a'
farmiiprker

'Headed by a
nonfarmworkerA

Headed by a
farnfvorker

Headed by",''a
nonfArmworker

, Tho,#s. Pct. Thous. Pct. ' Thous.
-,--'`

Pct. Thous: Pct.

Family income: 998 100 1,002 . 100 106 100,, 1 1 100
Less than $1,000 29 3 6 _ 1 8 W., 3 . 3 '
$1,000-$2,999 ' 140 14 45 4 ,33 - 31 17----1-7--
53,000-54,999 195 20 89 9 Si 31 v 27 27

. 55,000-57,499. 228 23 114 11 "2r" 20 25 25..
' 57;500-59,999 . 128 13 111 11 7 7 18 18

S 10,000 or more
No answer /

24,1

37
23

4
566

70
57 k

7

3 3 5
/

5,
.)

Family size: 998 100 1,002 100 106 100 101 100
1 135 14 8 8 -
2 287 28 75 7 13 12 11 11
3 184 18 184 , 18 9 8 16 16
4 160 14 206 21 20 19 9
5 85 9 192 19 8 8 10 lU

6 or more 147 15 343 35 47 , 45 55 54

Ethnic group:2 998 100 1,002 100 106 100 I- 101 100
White 668 67 870 86 S9 37 55 54
Hispanic 131 13 35 4 , 22 21 10 010
Black and others 199 20 97 10 45 42 36 --36

'Excludes 12,000 hired trmworker families whose foo s amp status was unknown.
2See footnote 3, table 3 for ethnic categoriqs.

NOTE. Numbers may not add totbtals due to rounding. See appEndix table 5 for additional
information. f

For example, in 1975, farmworkers who were not family heads earned an
average of $ 1,300 from all sources, the large propOrtion (51 percent) worked less
tban 25 days.at farmwork. Their median family inamie,was well over.$10,000.
However, farmworker heads averaged $4,500 in annual earnings with over half
froni farmwork, two-thirds did 25 days ur more of farmwork. Their median
family income was $6,250'. .

These characteristics suggest that farmworker- headed families would be
more likely to partypate in the Food Stamp Program. However, there,were no
differences in participation rates, among fannworker headed a farrin-.

worker families. About 10 percent of eac, group received 'food stamps in,
November. Each group of families accountedfor about. 50 rcent of all
farmworker food,stamp families.

One explanation for these equal participation rates may be differeLes
in family size. While families nut headed by aiarmworker have.highei incomes,
they also have larger families. Ovea third had at loast,six members compared
with only 15 percent of farmworker-headed families. Thgse t'so groups of

2.2
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families may be equally disadvantage4 -.0d thus equally as like y to participate
in the program. Differences iii,knowledge,,about the program access to public
assistance, or attitudes toward welfare programs, for exampl could also affect
the food stamp participation rates of these groups.

FOOD STAMP FAMILIES:
A HOMOGENEOUS OR DISSIMILAR 'GROUP?

Previous analysis has;shown that. the socioeconomic characteristics of farm-

.

worker food, stamp families' differ considerably from the larger population of
hired farmworker familiesoThis section examines the question Are the charac
tenstics of farmworker food stamp families unique to the farmwurkergpopulation
or common to all st mp families?

In genera1 ired farmworker food stamp families received higher incomes
than all U.S ood stamp families. About .60 percent of the farmworker food
stamp families had itcc.ome below $5,000, compared with 72 percent of all food
stamp f. les (fig. 1). Most *this difference occurred at the $1,000-$2,929
level 1.1

At ale same time; however, farmwurker food stamp families tended to be ,
la ei than all food stamp families which, of course, affects the adequacy of in-
come for family support. These fanitwork'dr families averaged 5,3 persons per
family compared with 3.5 for all food stamp families. Almost 50 percent of
the participating farmwurker families had six members ur more, only 4 percent
were one-person families (fig. 2). In comparison, only '19 percent of all food
stamp families had 6 members ur more, and 20 percent were siAgisaftrson units.

While farmworker food stamp families received higher incomes than,.U.S.
food stamp families*.much of economic advantage is lost when fatly size
is considered. Of the 79,000 participating farmwurker families with incomes of
S5,000 and over, 67 percent had six members or more. Only a thirc! of U.S. fool,
stamp families at this income level had six members or mote.

The ethnic composition of U.S. and farmWorker food stamp families was
similar, with both groups having large proportions .of Hispanic and Black and
Other families (fig. 3). Minority families accounted for about half oLych group.

The largest proportion uf.buth U.S. and farmworker food stamp families
were located in, the South, but the farmwurker families, ere much more likely
to be southern residents (fig. 4). About 68 percent of the farmworker food
stamp families resided in the South, compared with 38 percent of the U.S. fam-
ilies.

Family income and size, ethnicity, and region are all associated with par-
ticipation in the Food S(,inip.Prograin Thus, both U.S. and farmworker food

.4

14Due to the small sample size, similar comparisons were not _Made for migratory farm
worker Jamilies. However, data are available in appendix tables 8 through 12 to perinit
fur,ther exarRnation of the characteristics of these families.
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stamp families are more likely to be low- income, minority members, residents
laf the South, and to have larger families than their nunpurtmp ting ,ounter
parts.

These findings s est that all three groups farmworker families, farm-.
worker food ,stamp fa lies, and U.S. food stamp families- differ iritheir socio-
economic composition. In terms of family income and ethnicity, farmworker
food stamp families appear to be more like all food sffinp families. In terms
of regioh of residence and family size, farmworker food stamp families gen
erally resemble hired farmworkgr families.

These variations in compositaun suggest that different "ubgroups of food
stamp familOs, including, for example, the elderly, minorities, the ?oral poor,
and perhaps other occupational 'groups, have distinct diaiat,teristics and. atti
tudes which may assist or complicate the operation and goals of the Food
Stamp Program. As Mollie Orshansky notes

"Neither the present circumstances.nor the reasons fokthem ar alike
for all our impoverisiEd millions, and the measures that can he re-

duce this number m likewise be many and varied ...Any c plex
of programs that does not allow for the diversity of the mar ,f groups
among the poor, will to that degree leave the task undone"

,
(9)

The Food Stamp Prograin appears to be a relevant fpim of assistance for a,
large number of hiked farniwurker families. Additional research on these various
groups may suggest means of increasing the usefUlness of this program for many
economically needy families.

2

18

O



/
.

U.S. FAMILIES AND
HIRED FARMW6RKER FAMILIES, 975
By Food Stamp Status and Family Income

_ .

'U.S. FaMilles
72,113,000 -.4,387,000

l'1 --." (

Food Stamp Families

A :Less than $1,000
i B - 1,000 - 27999
' C - 3,000 - 4,999

0 - 5,000 - 7,499
E - 7,500 - 9,999
F 10,000 and over

, G - NA'

a

.s.

. 'v

7--

,..........._

/
t

ABCDEFG A B C I) E .;F G
1 9 11 4,3 10 46 10PERCENT 4 37 31 14 5 ,5 4

Hired Farmworker Families
1,999,000 er

Farnworker Food limp
Families 20 1000

ABCDEFG ABCDEF
2 9 14 17 12 41 5 PERCENT 5 24 31 22 12 .4

No response to income question

0'

Figure 1
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5.

U.S. FAA:CIES AND
HIRED FARMWORKER FAMILIES, 1975
By Food Stamp Status and Size of Family

U.S. Families Food Stamp Famitie
4 ,00072,113,000

f

1 - 2
23 30

3
17

4
15

5
8

6+ SIZE 1

7 PERCENT 20
2 3
21(17

4
14

5'
9

6+
19

Hired Farmworker Fartillies Farmworker Food Stamp
1,999,000 - ' Families

207,000

1 2 3 4 5 6+ SIZE 1 2 3 4 4 5 6+
18 18 18 14 25 PERCEN 4k7 42, 12 14 9 49

Figure 2 r
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U.S. FAMILIES AND
HIRED FARMWORKER FAMILIES, 1975
By Food-Stamp Status and Ethnic Group in Percentages

U.S. Families
72,113,000

Food Stamp Families
4,387,000

P

Hired Farmworker Families,
1,999,000

Figure 3

21

4

Farmworker Food Stamp
Families
207,000
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U.S. FAMILIES AND
HIRED FARMWORKER FAMILIES, 1975°
By FoO_Atamp Status and Regional Distribution

U.S. Families
72,113,000 4,

Food Stamp Families
4,387,000

N.E. N.C. S. W. N.E. N.C. S. W.
23' 27 31 19 Percent 25 21 38 16

Hired Farmworker Families
1,999,000

V

Farmworker Food Stamp
Families
207,000

N.E. N.C. S. W. - N.E. N.C. S. W.
9 28 39 24 Percent 8 6 68 18

N.E.= Northeast, N.C. orth Central, S. South, W = West
A

Figure, 4\'
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Appendix table 1-Distribution of all U.S. families and hired farmworker
families by food stamp status, ethnic group, and region, November 1975

Ethnic group and region

U.S. families Hired farmworker families

Total'
Receiving

food stamps TOtal2
Receiving

food stamps

Thous. Pct. Thous. Pct. Thous. Pct. Thous. Pct.

Total 72,113 100 4,387 100 1,999 100 207 100

Ethnic g,roup:3.
White 60,482 84 2,268 52 1,538 77 94 46
Hispanic 3,206 4 534 12 166 8 31 15

Bind( add Other 8.426 12 1,585 36 296 15 81 39

Region: .. .

Northeast 16,603 23 1,081 25 183 9 17 8

North Central i' 19,140 27 940 21 550 28 12 6

South 23,028 31 1,685 38 789 39 '140 68
West -, 13,342 19 681 16 , 478 24 38 18 /

'Excludes 875,000 families pose food stamp status was unknown.
2Excludes 12,000 hired farmworker families whose food stamp status was unknown.

3See footnote 3, text table 3 for ethnic group categories.

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding.

Appendix table 2-Distribution of all U.S. families and hired farmworker
families by food stamp status, family size, and income, November 1975

Characteristics
U.S. families Hired farmworker families

I

Total'
.Receiving

i food stamps
Receiving

Total2 I food stamps

Thoili. Pct. Thous. Pct. ThOus.- Pit.
°

Thous. _ Pct.

Family size:
1 16,631 23 895 20 135 7 8
2 21,165 30 911 21 362 18 24
3, 12,228 17 747 17 368 18 25 12
4, 10,880 15 601 14 366 18 29 14

5 6,084 8 403' 9 277 14 18 9
6 or more 5,125 7 830' 19 490 25 102 49

Family income:
Less than $1,000 879 1 185 4 35 2 11 5

$1,00042,999 6,403 9 1,615 37 185 9 50 24
S3,00444,999 8,228 11 1,358 31 284 14 6,2 31

55,00047,499 , 9,302 13 601 14 342 17 46 22
57,50049,999 7,530 10 209 5 238 12 25 12
$10,000 or more 32,887 46 222 5 807 41 8 4
Income not reported 6,884 10 19e 4 107 5 5

'Excludes 875,000 fatilies whose food stamp status-was unknown.

2Excludes 12,000 hired farmworker families whose food stamp status was unknown.

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding.

32
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Appendix table 3-Comparison of all hired farmworker families with those teceiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family indotqe and size, November 1975

O Family income "
.. , and size Total

*

All income levels combined: t
meniber .

2 Members "<
:3.rnesmbers

members
5 memliers
6 or more Members

1 member
2 members
3 members

1,999
135
362
368.

' 366
277

. 490

35
12
11
6

s

-4 mernbe0 v? 5

S memberi -
'6 ot mote members . 2 '

$.1:000 to $2,999: 185

1 member 42
2 members 61
3inembert 26
4 members 17

S members 14

.6 or more members 24

See footnotes at end of table.
N

Hired farrewOrger families'

/16
Hispanic2White2'

Hired farm worker families receiving food stamps

Black
and,

Otherh
Total White2 Hispanic2

Black
and

°thee

Thousa
.t

1538 -166 296 207 94 31 81

82 13 .40 8 2 3 4

296 , 12 54 24 18 - , 6

,286 31 51 25 15 2 9

314 16 36 29 16 2 13

236 19 23 1,10*. ; 18 12 - 6

326 76 92 '''' 102 f 34 25 43 .

16 ... 3 17 11 6 - S

3 - .. 9 1 - 1

5 - 6 . 3 1 - 2

3 21 2 5 .3
3 '2 - L 1 - -

... ., - - - - - -
2

88 21
20 . 3'
36 6
10 2

6 3

6 ..2

10 5

-
76
19
18
14

8
,7

11

- - -. -
50 18 , ., .-8

7
8 ,

2
6

. 3
-

5 3 -
7 - 2

- -. -
,20 8

33.

24
2
2 '
3
6

, 3 ...--

Continued=
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Appendix table 3Comparison of all hired fannworker families with those receiving food stamps:

Ethnic groups by family income and siie, November 1975, Continued

Hired farmworker families receiving food stamps

Family income,
and size

r Hired fannw orker families'

Total White2 Hispanic2
Black

and-
Other2

Total White2 Hispanic2
Black

and
Other2

$3;000 to $4,999:
1 member
2 marten
3 members
4 members
S members

- 6 or more members

$5,000 to $7,499:
-1 member
2 members
3 members
4 members
S members
6 or more members

$7,500 to $9,999:
1 Member
2 members
'3 'members
4 members
5. members
6 or more members

Thousands

284 181 .36 66 62 -28 5 28
25 15 3 7

283 68 3 12 8 6
k..

49 29 8 11 11 6 4
36. 25 3 8 '12 4 7 ',.

25 18 3 4 5 4 1

65 26 , 17 23 25 8 , 5 13
.

:

342 224 '53 64 46 20 '13 13
26 20 3 - 3
58 48 2 9 2 2
70 50 6 14' 2 . 2'
55 48 -* 3 3 6 6 .
45 31 5 9 7 6 , %. 2
87 28 33 26 29 5 11 . ' 12 ,

238 193 19 27 25 16
.

6
' 12 10. 2

.534

48
38

.

32
4

- 5 2 , 2
4 2 2

45 36 3 4 4' 4
36 ---yr-'"" 2 3 1:,, -
55 36 9 ' 10 18, 9 4 6

. .

34 .
Continued;

. ''
., .

Sec footnotes at end of table.
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Appendix table 3Comparison of all hired farmworker families with throse receiving food stampl:

' Ethnic groups by family income and size, November 1975, Continued .

1
"t.

°Pamily income
and size

I
$10,000 and over:

I member
2 members
3 members

' 4 members
5 members
6 or more members

Income not reported: 4

Hired farmworker families1

Total White2 Hispanic2

f

807
14.
93

134
183
148
234

107

750
13
91

123
172
140
212

-85

28
2

9.
8

10

- -
7

.'

Black .
and

Other4

Hired faimworker families receiving food stamps

Black
and

Dther2
Total White2

30

3
2

'11

14 6

Hispanic2

S

-.-
2

4'
2

'r5, 5 2 3

lExcluderc2,000 hired farmworker families whose food stamp status was unknOwn.

2See'footnote 3, text table 3 for ethnic group categories.
t.

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals dice to rounding.
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Appendix table 4-Comparison of all hired farmworker families with those receiving food starnp.
Ethnic group by family income and age of household mcnibers, November 1975, Continued

Hired farmworker families receiving food stamps.

iamily income
anct agg of household nlembers

Hirafarmworker families'

Total, White2 Hispanic
Black
and

Other2
Total White2 Hispanic? and

Other2

7 All income leyels combiru;d:
Families
Family members,
Household members:

1-5 years
6.9
9-13
14-24
25-64
65 or over

Less than $1,000
' . Families

Family members
household members:

1-5 years
6-9.
10-13'
14-24
25-64

,
65 or over

See footnote k at end of table.

Thousands

1,999 , 1-,58' 166 296\ 207 94 31 81
8,196 6,078 836 1,282 1,105 418 201 486

352 6,193 840 1,319 1,127 433 201 493
28 452 122 155 14237 .,-. ,38 ' 38, 67 ..

548 359 79 111 ' 114 .38 18 58
872 - 595 118 159 185 69 35 81 -.,.

2,841 2,219 241 380 , ' 348 .143 54 152
3.092 2,396 267 429 312

.
135 ` . 57 120

270 172 85 25 , 9 16

35 1 3 17 - 11 ; 6 - 5. ' 1
77 , 3 10 24 22 13 - 9.
89 r 11 25 ---,'--. 29. . 18 ---

.2 6 ,4
01'n 3 - ,-- .

3 3 -. F- .... e
,, a: ...' 4

21 3 10' -2:- , TT. 5 6
30 17 3 '',46' 10' , . 10 9 ,

,/'
11 - 1 ' ..

5 2 'V 3 2
... '

6 Continei ', - uf
,5

. ,-; ;.,:, . .;',.-,
.. 1 . '

.

f,:` ; ;,



Appendix table 4Comparison of all hired farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and ale of household members, November 1975, Continued

1°4

Family income
and age of household membe

, Hired farmworker families' Hired farmworker families receiving food stamps

$1,00b-S2.999
Families
Family, members
Household members:

1-5 years
6-9

.10-13
1,4-24
25.64

.*- 65 and over

.$3,00044,999
Families
Family members
,Household members:
- 1:5 jean

*f 6-9
10-13
14-24
25.64
65 andover

-See footnotes at end oT\lable-

Total White2 Hispanic2,

A

-185 88
544 234
566. 243

24 7

34 11
55 a 19'

164 81
197 81

0 27 ")

284 15V-.1,095
1,119, 608 '

124 68
85 40

111 45
361 204

° 352 192
85 57

21
76
76

8
6

27
25
/3

N4
6

176
29
18
31
43
53

2

Black
t and
Other2

Thousands

Total White2 Hispanic2

76 50 18 8
235 219 74 4 34
247 222 76 34
34, 40 13 7 ,

1FT 2,6 11, 4
29 30 8. 1

56 63 22 13
'90 61 22 9

5 20 2
.

66 62 28 . 5
330 326 116 33
336 331 121 , 33

27 27 9 5

27 32 12 3

34 57 14 14
114 117 48 2 /
106 83 32 9

26 14 6

Black.
and

Other2

24
110
112

21
10
20
29 '
30

2

28
177

- 177
. 13,
''17

29:'._
67 `..,c.:,.
0 r-
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Appendix table 4- Comparison of all hired farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:

Ethnic groups by family income and age of household members, November 1975, Continued

Hired farmworker families' Hired farmworker families receiving food stamps

Family income
and age of household members Total White2 Hispanic2

.k

.
Black
and

Other2
Total White2 Hispanic2

33.00047.499 .

Thousands

. Families 342 224 53 64 -46 20 13

Family members 1,423 784 311 328 305 98 102

Household members: 1,450 805 311 334 310 99 102

1 -S years 196 104 50 42 47 7 23

6-9 107 36 33 38 36 9 10

10.13 152 54 52 45 53 17 '16
14-24 464 301 , 75 88 86 29 27

25.64 479 283 95 102 84 34 26

65 and over 52 28 5 19 4 3 -
37,50049.999

Families 238 193 19 27 25 16 3

'Family members 1,011 749 112
.......,.0

150 150 81 23

Rousehpld members: 1,033 768 112 153 150 81 23

1-5 years 109 69 11 29 14 3 2

6-9 50 38 6 6 6 3 _
10-13 314 85 14 . 15 31. 22 3

14-24 361 265 46 50 49 26 10

, ' 25.64 383 304 .35 45 47 26 8

65"and over 17 18
''.

- 9 3

-
(

See footnotes at end of table.

)

38

Black
And

Other2r,

13

105
109

17

18
..20
431
'24

1

6
46
46

9
3.
6

j4
12
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Appendix table,4 Comparison of all hired farmworkef families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and age of household members, November 1975, Continued

Family income
and age of household members

.
$10,000 and over

Families
Family members

/ Ho ld members:
bears .

60
10-13

'14-24
25-64
65 and over

Income not reported (

Hired,farmworker families' 'Hired tannworker families receiving food stamps

Total White2 Hispanic2
Black
and

Other'
Total Is White2

it
Thousands

a
807

3,644
750

3,372
4 28

130
30 8

.142 48
5

8
3,668 3,390 130 148 49 0

186 159 14 13 3 1
247 220 12 14 5 13

400 366 15 19 7

1,309 1,226 37 47 18 1,1

1,481 1,380 49 53 16 8

43 37 3 3
.

107 85 7 15 5 2

'Excludes 12,000 hired farmworker fannlies whose food stamp status was unknown.

2See footnote 3, text table 3 for ethnic group categories.

NOTE: Numbers may-not add to totals due to rounding.

33 .

Hispanic2
Black
and

Other2

o 2
9 11
9 11
2 -

- z 2
2

. 3 4
5 4

0
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Appendix table 5Comparison of all hired farm worker families with those receiving food stamps:
`Ethnic groups by family income and farmwork status of head; Noyember.,1975

'Family income
and

days of farmwork

Hired fannworker families1
Hired farmworlier families

receiving food stamps

.6 income levekcombtned
Families headed by persons doifig
farmwork for:

Less than 25 days
25-149 <...
156-249
250 or more

Families headed by persons not doing
formwork but where othgr member

. did farrnwork for:3
Less than 25 days
25-149
150-249
250 or more

Less than $1,000
Families headed by persons doing
formwork for:

Less than 25 days
25-14
150-249
250 or more .

See footnotes at end of table.

Total White2

998 668
342 255
262 169
121 68

273 176

1,002 870
515 444
368 322 t
69 61
50 42

29 10
14 6'

2

4 .2
tit

Hispanic2
Black
and

Other2,
Total White? Hispanic2

Black ".

and
()thee

131
16'
40
26
48

35
15
18

. 2

2

1

Thousands

199 106 39 22 . 45
71 44 16 5. 24
53 36 16 9 11

27 7 3 2. 2

48 '19 $ 6 8

I

Jb 101
56 55

55
. 33

10
2 , 21

28 37 17 6 13
7 6 3 2 1

6 3,

) -

`2 -A 1

17 It 8 3 5

,6 6 3 3

6 2

4 .00.4,12,1. -

40 ontinued,



e

Appendix table 5Comparison of all hired farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and formwork status of head, November 1975, Continued

1

Family income
and

days of formwork
,

Hired farmworker
Hired farmworker families

receiving food stamps

Total White2 H ispanic2
Black'

and
Other2

Total White2

Families headed by persons
not doiiig farmwork but where other
member did farmwork for:3

Less-than 25 days
25-149
150-249
250 or more

51.000-$2,999
Families headed by persons doing

. farinwork for
Less than 25 ddys
25-149
150-249
-250 or more

Families headed by persons not
' doing farmwork but where oilier

member did famiwork for:3
Less than 25 days

'25-149
150-249
250 or more

See footnotes at end of table.

6 6

5 5

2 2

140 63
54 24
56 - 28
13 3

18 8

45 25
24 13
18 9

1 I

1 I

Thousands

.0

17 60
2 29

I 1 17
I 8

3 6. 4

3 17
3 8

9

Hispanic2
Black

and
Other2

3 3

3 ..... 3
_

33 {,i 9 6
'18 3 2
12 6 5

2

. e

17 8 2

9 5 2

14
v

..
- ,

41

17
13

. 2 '
.



( Appettdix table 5Comparison of all hired farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and farmwork status of head, November 1975, Continued

Family income
and

days of farmwork

53,00044,999
Families headed by persons doirfg
farmwork for:

Less than 25 days
25;149
150-249
250 or more

Families headed by persons not
doing fatwork but where other
member did farmwork for:3

Less than 25 days
25-149
150.249 -e

250 or mort t.

15,00047,999
Families headed by persons doing
' farmwork for:

Less than 25 days
25-149
15,0-249
250 or more

Se footnotes at end of table.

Hired farmworket families'
Hired faiinworkei families

Jeceivirig food stamps

Total White2

195 117
61 47
53 28
36 23
45 20

89 64
59 38
18 17
8 8,
4

228 139
65 47
44 25
30 12

90 54

Hispanic2
Black
and

Other2
Total White2" Hispanic2

Black
and .

Other2

35 43
3 _ 10

I 1 14
6 7

14 I I

2 24
2 19

1

_

Thousands

34 __.12
41,

5 17
15 6 2 7
10 5 2 4

_2
7

9 I 6

27
,

16 1I
26 16 9

2 _ _
, 2

_ 3

42 47 21
3 15 . 3

10 8 5
13 5 5

16 20 8

42

-



- - -

Appendix table 5-Comparison of all hired farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income vtd formwork statui of head, November 1975, Continued,

Family income
and

days of farmwork

Hued fannworket families' Hired farmworker families
receiving food stamps

Total White2 Hispanic2
Black
and

Other2
Total White2 Hispanic2

Black
arid

Other2

Families headed by persons not
dohirfarmwork but where other

Thousands t
member did farmwork for:3 114 85 11 17 25 12 5

than 25 days '51 40 - 3 9 12 7 -,Less
25-149 51 36 8 7 13 J 5 5 .,
150-249 5 3 - 2 - - -
250 or more 6 6 - - - . --

1 .

$ 7,50049,999
Families headed by persons doing
farmwork for: 128 102 12 14 7 5 2

Less than 25 days 28 26 - .2 - - -
25-149 41 32 5 4 5 3 2
150-249 . 14 12 - 1 . - - -
250 or more 45 31' 7 6 2 2

Familim headed by persons not
doing Millwork but'where other - .... .....
member did-formwork for:3 111 91 6 1.3 18 11 ' 2 6

Less than 25 days 47 414 2 5' 2 - 2 =

25-149 . 45 37 3 4 7, 6 1, 1
150-249 1 15 11 2 3 5 2 2
250 or more 3 2 - 1 3 2 . -

See footnotes at end of table. 43 Continued



Appendix table 5Comparison of all hired farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and farmwork status of head, November 1975, Continued

Family income
and

days of farmwork

Hired farmworker falnilies1 Hired farmworker families
receiving food stamps

Black Black
Total White2 Hispanic2 and Total White2 Hispanic2 and

Other2 Other2

$10,000 and over
Families headed by persons doing
farmwork for:

Less than 25 days
25-149
150-249
250 or more

,Families headed by persons not
doing farmwork but where other
member did farmwork for:3

Less thari 25 days
25-149
150-249
250 or more

Income not reported
44

21111

48
20
66

566
295
208

36
27

107

213 17

Thousands

3
96 5 6 2
45 2 2
17 2
55 8 3

a.

537 11 19 5
282 3 10
197 6 5 3
34 2 2
24 2' 2

85 ,or 7 .. .15 5

'Excludes 12.000 farmworker families where food stamp status is unknown.

2See f9otnote 3, text table 3 for ethnic group categories.

3Number of days of farmwork based on the household member who worked the longest at farmwork during the yerr.

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding.

2

3 2

2 2
2

2 3

44



Appendix table 6Comparison of all hired farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and farmworker characteristics, November 1975

4,6

Family limn*:
days of farmwork;

and age of farmworkers

Hired farmWorker families1

Total White2 Hispanic2
Black
and

Other2
Total

All income levels combined: I

Thousfe

`Families 1,999 1,538 166 296 207
Family members 8,196 6,07g 836 1,282 1,105
Farmworkers 2,543 1,836 285 422, 293

Days of farmwork:
Less than 25 1,1443 872 77 196 149
25.149 833 584 124 126 107

150 or more 565 381 84 100 37 .
Age of farmworkers:

14-24 years 1,504 1,1Y21%1 128, 183 155
25-64 919 568 152 199 130.
65 and over 120 76--------.k 39 f 8

a,

t.
See footnotes at end of table.

45

Hired farmworker families
receiving food stamps

White2 Hispanic2

1231

.1 ,
94 31 81

41& 201 486
112 62 119

C , : 116 69
38 35

14,' 8 15

65. 26 63
45 36 50

2 6

P

L.



Appendix table 6Comparison of all hired farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and farmworker characteristics, November 1975, Continued

t*

Family income;
days of farmwork;

and age of farmworkers

Hired farmworker families! Hired farmworker fannliej
a3eceivin* food stamps

Total White2 Hispanic2
Black
and

Othet.2
Total White2 Hispanic2

Stacie'
and

Other2

Less than $1.000

Thousands

Fanyjies 35 16 3 17 11 6 5
Farrily members 77 43 10 24 22 13 ,. 9
Farmworkers 31 13 3 16 8 3 5

Days of farmwork:
Less than 25 17 9 1 6 6 3 ' ...,. 3

25-149 . 9 2
.e,

2 4b 2 2

150 or more 6 2. 4
Age of farmworkers:

14-24 years 12 6--...... 2 5 2 2

25-64 14 5 1 8 4 I
65 and over 6 2 3 2

See footnotes at end of table.

46

Continued



_Ap2endix table 6Comparison of all hired farmwo er families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and farrfm ker characteristics, November 1975

AN

Family irlrenne;
days of flumwork;

and age of farmworkers

I

Hired farmwofker families
receiving food stamps Hired farmworker familiesi

Total White2

a

Hispanic2
Black
and

Other2
Total White2 Hispanic2

Black
and

Otherh

$1,00042, 99

Thousands

F 185 88 21 76 50 18 8 24
Family in bers 544 234 ' 76 235 219 74 34 1.11)--
Farmworke 224 90 36 98 64 18 13 33

Days' of f
Less than 25 days 95 . 41' 5 49 5 10 3 22
25-149 93 36 26 30 27 8 10

9150 or more 36 13 5 19 2 2
Age of farmworkers: ' 1

14.4 years 93 ' 43 19 31' 32 4, 10 8 15

25-64 99 31 15 53 31 8 6 17

65 and over 32 16 2 14' 1
._

1

See footnotes at end of table. Continued

4
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Appendix table 6- Comparison of all hired farmworker fimilies with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and farmworker charatteristics. November 1975, Continued.

Family income:
- days offarmwork;"

and-age of farmworkers

$3,00(44_09
Famines
Family tiembers
Farmworkers
',Payi of farmwork:

Less than
25-149
150 or mot

Age of Farm kers:
14-24 yea

6Sand pver

$5,00047,490
Families,
Family members

'FirmwOrkers
Days of farmwork:

Less than 25 days
'25-149
150 or more

Sec footnotes at engl of table.

4, Hired farmworker families1
Hired farmworker families

receiving food stamps

Total White2 Hispanic2
Black
and

Other2
Total White2 11ispanic2

Thousands

284 181, 36 66 -62 28 5

1,095 592 f74 330 326 116 33 .
37, 207 64 f04 93 34 10

160 97- 15 48 62 27 , 7

114 53 29 33 23 6 ,- , 2 l'
100 58 20 22 8 I 2

171 99 28 -44` '52 23 2

I-61 80 35' 46
.

36 9 9

43 28 2 13 5 2 -.

...
342 224

.
53 4 64 46 20 13

1,423 784 311 328 305 98 102

436 253 80 . .103 61 24 22

156 98 19 A 40 '25 12 6

139 73 --, 31 34 '23 8 II' ..

142 82 30 30 13 4 5

If

Black
and

Other?

28
177 ,,
49

29
.. 15

5

27
18

3

13
105 "

14

7_

,(..onttane



Appendix table 6Comparison of all hired farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and farmworker characteristics, November 1975, ContiOnd

Family income;
days of farmwork;

and age of farmworkers

t

Hired farmworker families'
Hired farmworker families

receiving food stamps

Total. White2 Hispanic2
Black
and Ais

Other2'
Total White2 Hispanic2

Black
and

Othcr2

55,00047.499 (Continued)
, Farmworkers

Age of farmworkers:
14-24 years
25-64
65 and over ..--.

$7,50049.999
Families
Family members
Farmworkers

Days of farmwork:
Less than 25 days
25-149
150 or more

Age of farmworkers:
, 14-24 years

25.64
65 and over

208
211

17

, 238
1,011

323

-,
\125

107
91 ,

199
120

4

138
103

12

193
749
232

90
79

.. 63

144
86

2

.

.

55

19
111
52

21
20
11

32
21

Thousands

30
5 31

5

27 25
150 150

39 40

14 7
8 22

17 11

. .
23 . 26
12 13

3

;
;

=

13
11

16
81
20

6
9
5

13
6

9
'13

3
4 23

1'2

0
10

2

) .
5

-.

8
6

6
46

8

2
2
4

6
2

See footnotes at end of table.

. 49.

Continued



Appendix table 6Comparison of all hired farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and farmworker characteristics, November 1975, Continued,

i

ti

Family income:
days of farmwork;

and age of farmworkers

4 Hired farmworker finnilies1,
Hired farmworker families

receiving food stamps

Total White2 Hispanic2
Black

and
Other'

Total White? HisPanic2
Black
and

Other'

$10,000 and over
Families
Family members
Famiworkers

Days of farmwork:
Less than 25 days
25-149
150 or more -

Age of farmworkers:
-14-24 years

25.64
65 and over

Income not reported,

807 750 28
3,644 , 3,372 130.
1;033 948 44 .

535 495 14
331 307 16
167 146 15 ,

Thousands

30 .. , 8 5
142 48 28
41 , 2. 21

.._°
'' . 10

26 12 -- 7
.

9 6
6 ° 3 --3-------

750 702 22 ` 26 10
272 - 236 21

-11 10 1

-.
107 85 7-

5

15 . 12 5

:-
-

15 5. 2

2 2

9 11
4 7

. .

. 5
4 2

3

4
4

'Excludes 12,000-hired farmworketfamilies whose food stamp status was unknown.

2See footnote 3, text1table 3 for ethnic group categories.

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding.
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Appendix table 7Comparison of all hired farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by region and family income, November 1975

Region and
family income

Hired farmworker fampies1

Total White2.
\

Hispanic2
Black
and

Other2
Total

Thousands

United States:" 1,999 1,538 166 296 207
Less than $1,000 35 '16 3 17 11

51,000-52,999 185 88 , 21 76 50
53,000-54,999 284 181. 36' 66 62
55,000-57,499 342 224 53 64 - 46
57,500-59,999 238` 193 19 27 25
$10,000 and over 809 /50 28 30 8

Income not reported 107 85 7 15 5

Northeast: 183, 171 5 7 17
Less than $1,000
$1,00042,999 9, 6 1 1

53,000-54,999 18 17 . -1 3
55,000-57,499 22 17 3 1 ,7 3
$7,500 - $9,999'
310,000 and over Of,

16
105

15
103 -

1
2

6
5

Income not reported 13 13

See footnotes at end of table.

Hired farmworker families
receiving food stamps

White2 Hispanic2
Black
and

Other2

94 31 . 81
--. -6 5

18 8 24
28 5 28

, 20 13' ' 13
16 3 6

2 2I
3

Coniirined



Appendix table 7-Comparison of all hired farmworker families with ,those receiving food stamps
Ethniigroups by region and family income, November 1975, Continued

Region and
family income

North Central:
Less than $1',000
S1,00042,999 -

$3,000- $4,999
SS,000-$7,492
$7,500 -$9,9

and over
Income not reported

South:
Less than $1.000
S1,000-$2,999
$3,00044,999
S5,06047,4991
s7,500-$9,999
$10,000.and Over'

Income not reported

,Bee footnotes at end of table.

Hired farmworker families

Total White2 Hispanic2

550 540 3
- 4 3 -

24 24
56 53 -
76 74 2
77 75 2

286 284 -
28 27 -

788 471 66
24 8. 1

142 _ 49 18
159 78 20
135 70 11

84 59 3
204 178 11
42 26 2

Hired farmworker familiel
receiving food stamps

.Black
and

Other2 ,
Total. White2 Hispanic2

is

52.

Thousands

7 12 12
- - -
- 3 3

2 6 6
1

1
1

- 2 2
2 - -

/-r."'2. .-
252 140 - .44 '20

14 6 3
75 44 11
61 47 ' 14
53 24 8
20 13 6
15 2 -
14 S 2

'
-

8
5
3
2
2

-

Black
and `.

Other2

77
3

24
28
13
4

3

Continued.'

S.



'
Appendix table 7Comparison of all hired farrnworker families with those receiving foocritamps:

Ethnic groups by region and family income, November 1975, Continued

Region and
family income

Hired falmworker families' (---- Hired farmworker families
receiving food stamps

Total White2 Hispanic2 -
Black
and

Other2
Total

r
White2 Hispanic2

Black
add

Other2

West:
Less than $1,000
S1,000-$2,999
S3,00044,999
S5,000-57,499

. $7,500.$9,999
510,000 and over

Income not reported-

.. Thousands
se0---.0"-----

A

_
478 357 92 29 ,38 25 10

8. ,5 2 2 5 3

10 . 9 2 3 3 3

51 33 16 1 6 6
109 63 37 9 . 18 9
63 43 14 6 5 2 I

213 185 17 11 2 2
- _24 19 5

, .-
'Excludes 12,000 hired fannworker families whose food stamp status was unknown.

2See footndte 3, text table 3 for ethnic group categories_

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding. 1

53

f



Appendix table 8 Comparison of all migrant farmworkasmilles with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and size, November 1975

Family income
and size

Tdtal

Migrant farmworker families.

Whtl Hispanic'

All Income levels combined:
1 member'
2 members
3 members
4 members
5 members
6 or more members

less than $1,000:
1 member
2 members
3 members
4 'members
S members
6 or more member's,

$1,000 to $2,999:
1 member ^

2 members
3 members
4 members
5 members
6 or more members

See footnote at end of table.

Black
arid

Other' .

Total

Thousands

143 107 .18 17 9
10 5 . _ 5-4:5
33 27 2 1 5 , 2
25 18 3 .. I

17
..1 2'6

213 5
,

2'6'
28

Jo 20 8 3 3

4
2

1

1

2
2

A

Migrant farmworker families
receiving foo&'stamps

ea
White'

3
2

5

.....0- .
18 ,fr, 5 6 . 7 5 . 2

1, , - - -,
13_______ 4 1

4 vs,
,...i' 2 2

5 2 3

54

I" 2 2'
4 * I2f

Hispanid,,



Appendix table 8Comparison of all migrant farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and size, November 1975, Continued

Family income
and size

Migrant farmworker families Migrant farmworker familie\s
receiving food stamps

Total White' Hispanic'
,Black

and
Other'

Total White Hispanic'

$3,000 to $4.999:
1 member
2 members
3 members
4 members
5 members
6 or more members

14
2

4
2
1

4

8

2
2

3

Thousands

3 4 1

2
_ '.. __

1 1 '

1

1

$5,000 to $7,499: 25 21 3 2 2
1 member . 2 2 k
2 membets 2 2
3 members 3 . 3 _ _ _ _ _
4 members . 8 ...
5 membeis 5

.8

4k,
2 2 2

6'or more members 5 4 2

$7,500 to $9,999: 20 17 t 3 2 2
1 member 2 2
2 members 10 10
3 members 4 2 2
4 members _ _ _ _
5 members 3 3
6 or more members 2 2 2 2

Sec footnote at end of table.

55

Black
and

Other'

1

_
1

_

1--

-- Continued



Appendix table 8Comparison of all migrant farmworker families with th ose receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by faMily income and size, November 1975, Continued

Family income
and size

Migrant farmworker families Migrant farmworker families
receiving food stamps

Total White' Hispanic'.
Black
and

Oterl
Total White' Hispanic1

Black
_ and

Other'

s Thousands

$10,000 or more: 58, 53 i, 2 3
1 member 2 2 .
2 members 11 10 1

3 members 10 10 _
_

4 members 15 IS
S members

-'"
7 2 .....,----

6 or more members 13 11 2

Income not reported 4 3 )
'See footnote 3, text table 3 for ethnic categories.

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding.

.



Appendix table 9Comparison of ail migrant farmworker families with those receivm fad stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and age of household members, November 1975

Family income
and

,age.of kousehold members

Migrant farmworker families Migrant farmworker families
receiving food stamps

Total White' Hispanic'
Black
and

Other' .
Total White' Hispanic'

Black
and

'Merl*

Thousands

All income levels combined.
Families 143 107 18 17 9 3 5 1
family members 528 389 92 47 45 11 29
Household members: 550 405 92 53 45 11 29

1.5 years
. a 53 42 11 $ 2 3

6-,
10-13

26 14
51 28

214 171

11
10
34

2 3 3
1; 3 3
9 22 5 14 3

25-64 202 148 28 27 12 5 6 1

65 and over 5 2 4

Less than $1,000
Families 4 1 2
Family members 7 5 - 2
Household members: 7 5 2

1-5 years 1 _ 1

6-9'
10-13'
14-24 3 3
25.64 2 2
65 and over

See footnote at end of table. Continued
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Appendix table 9Comparison of all migrant farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and age of household members, November 1975, Continued

Family income
and

age of household memberi Total

$1,00042,999
Families 18
Family members 60
Household members: 68

1-5 years -3
6.9 3

W43 10
14.24 28
25.64 22
65 and over 2-

$3,000-$4,999
Families 14

Family members 55
Household members: 59

1-5 years 9

6-9 3

10-13 4
14-24 24

25.64 19

65 and over

See footnote at end of table.

Migrant farmworker families Migrant farmworker families
receiving food stamps

Whitel Hispanic'

Black
and

Other'
Total

Thousands .

5 6 7 5

18 30 12 21 '
20 30 18 21

3 3

3 3

4 3 3 1

11, 15 2 9
5 ,6 11 4

. 2

8 3 4 , 1

33 15 7- 4
37 15 - 7 4

6 3
2 1

4
16 6 3 3

9 6 4 1

58

White' Hispanic'
Black

and
Other'

Continued



1

dix table 9Comparison of all migrant farm rker fam ilies with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and age of hou members, November 1975, Continued ,

Family income
and

age of household members

Migrant farmworker famAies

Total White'
.

Hispanic'
Black
and

Other'
Total

$5,0Q0 7.99/
Families 25 21

Thousands

3 2

Family members 101 84 ).8 8
Household members: 101 84 18 8--

1-5 years 26 24 2 2

6-9' 5 2 3 _.
10-13 9 6 3

14-24 34 32 2 3

24.64 27 19 8 3

65 and Over

$ 7,500-$9.999
Families 20 17 3 2

Family members 52 36 17 - 12
Hougehold members: 60 44 -17 12
71-3 years 2 2

6-9

31

10-13 0 2

1
2 . 2

.14-24
24-64

41
16

8
5

7

3

65 and over

See footnote at end of table.

Migrant farniworker families
receiving food stamps

Whi Hispanic'

2
- 8

8
2 ..

3 ..
3

Slick
and

Other' ".

2
12 -
12, ;

2
7
3

-Continued



Appendix table 9Comparison of all migrant farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and age of household members, November 1975, Continued

Family income
and

age of household members

Migrant farmworker families
Migrant farmworker families

receiving-food stamps

Total White Hispanicl
Black
and

Other"
Total Hispanic'

Black
and -

Other'

$10,000 and over
Families
Family members
Household members:

1-5 years
6-9
10.13
14-24
25.64
65 and over

Income not reported

58 53
233 210
235 211

12 12
16 10
20 14
77 75

108 '98 ,

.3

4
3

Thousands
ti

2 3
8 15
8 15

3. 2
2 4 -

1

3 7 _
1 _ _ ,_ _

1

'See footnote 3, text table 3 for ethnic categories.

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding.

44:

60
I



c
Appendix table 10-Comparison of all migrant farrnworker ills with those receiving food stamps:

Ethnic groups by family income and farmwork st tus of head, November 1975

1

Family income
' , and
days of farmwork

d

Migrant farmworker families '

4 Total White' Hispanic'
Black
and

Other'
Total

All income lerels combined
Families headed by persons

Thousands

doing farmwork for: 84 53 17 14 5

Less than 25 days 13 13 _

25-149 29 IS 12 I 5

150-249 14 5 5 5 -
250ror more 27 19 - 7

I

Families headed by persons
not doing farmwork but
where other member did
farmwork for:2 59 54 2 3 5

Less thin 25 days 24 . 22 -A I I/ . 25-149 r 33 29 2 3

ft 150-249
250 or more 3 '/

,

3

-2

-
- _
- -

Less than $1.000
Families headed by persons
doing tarmwork for: 4 1 2

Less than 25 days
25-149 II 1

t A

..,:. 150-249 2 - 2
250 or more

%
- o.,

Sec footnotes at end of table
61

4

Migrant fa coworker families
receiving food stamps

i
,

White I
...,

Hispanic'
Black
and

Other 1

- 5

-
- 5
- -
-

3
-
-3
_
-,

r

- -. .-..-i-

.

Continued

1

1



Appendix table 10Comparison of all migrant famiworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and farmwork status of head, November 1975, Continued

Family income

days of farmwork

Families headed by persons
not doing farmwork but
where other member did
formwork for:2 _

Less than 25 days
25-149

'150-249
250 or more

$1,00042,909
Families headed by persons
doing farmwork for: '

. Less than 25 days
25.149

.. 150-249
250 or more

.Families headed by persons
not.doingformwork but
where other memb2r did
farmwork for:2

Less than 25 days
25-149
15,CP249
250 or moret

See footnotes at end of table.

Migrant farmworker families

Total Whitel Hispanicl
Black
and

Otherl
Total White 1

Migrant farmworker families
receiving food stamps

Black
and

Otherl

Thousands

I.

13 2 6 5 3-"7 .-
'2 5 1 3

3 1 2
22

5 3 2 2 2

2 2. '

3 2 2. 2 2

3

3

6'

'I ,

Continued



Appendix table 10Comparison of all migrant farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Falk groups by family income and formwork status of head, November 1975, Continued

Family income
and

days of farmwork

Migrant farmworker families
`Migrant farmworker families

receiving food stamps

Total White' Hispanic'
Black
and

Other'
Total White' Hispanic'

Black
and

Other'

$3,00044.999
'Fani Ries headed by persons
doing formwork for:

Less than 25 days
25449
150-249
250 or more

Families hiaded by persons
not doing farmwork but
where other member did
farmwork.for:2
Less than 25 days

25.149
150-249
150 or more

$5,00047,499
.. Families headed by persons

doing formwork for:
Less than 25 days
25-149
150-249
250 or more

See footnotes at vtd of-table.

Thousands

8 3 3 2

3 3

2 2
4 1 2

6 5 1 1 L.

3 1 1 1

3 3 ,_

18 15 3 g-

3
..

3 .
2 2
3 3

10 10

63

1



Appellant table 10-Comparison of all migranifarmworker4amilies with those receiving*1 stamps:
Ethnic groups brfamily income and formwork status of head, November 1975, Continued

ly income
and
formwork

Families headed by persZins
not doin work hut
ivh

.

e then m mber did "
fannwor

Less than 25 days '
2S.149
150-249
250 or more

$7,50044,999
Families headed by persons
doing formwork for:

Less than 25 days
25-149
150-249
250 or more ,

Farnilies headed by persons
not doing formwork but .
when other member did
fannwork'for.:2

Less than 25 days
2.5-149
150-249
250 or more

See footnotes at end of table.

,
Migrant fannworker families

Migrant fannworker familie;
receiving food stamps

Total W hite 1 Hispanic'

I

Black
and

Other'
Total White' Hispania'

Black
and

. Other'

Thousands

6 6 - - 2

2 2

5 5
. 2

-, _ N _. I .

15 12 3

10 7 3

5, 5

'5 ).-.--- 5 - -
7-=.

2 2 -
1- - \

-
I

( 64

2

s

.

2 --

. 2



Appendix able 10Comp
Ethnic groups by fain

Family income
and ei2,

days of farniwcirk

f all migrant farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
income and fannwork status of head, November 1975, Continued

Migrant farmworker faniilies Migrant farmworker,families
receiving food stamps

Total White' Hispanic'
Black
and

Other
White' Hispanic'

Black'
and

Other'

;06,000 and over
Families headed by persons
'doing farmwork for:

Less than 25 days
25-149
150-249
250 or more

Families headed by persons
not doing farmwork but
where other member did
farmwork for:2

Less than 25 days
25-149
150-249
250 or more

Income not reported

24
10

3

6

34
11

20

3

4

Thousands

21 3

10
. 5

3 _
3 3

32 2
11
18 .

3
/

"3 1.

1See footnote 3, text table 3 for ethnic group categories.
?Number of days of fainrwork based on the household member who worked the longest at farmwoik during the year.

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding.

'1
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, Appendbc.tahle 11Comparison of all migrant farmworker families with th iviug food stamps:
Ethnic groups by fi Xmily income and farmworker characteristics, eber 1975

amily income; if
days of fannwork;

and age of farmworkers

Migrant farmworker families

Total White 1 Hispanic 1
Black
and

Other' .
Total

Migrant fannworket families
receiving food stamps

White 1 Hispanic'
Black
and

Other'

".Allin.come levels combined:

Family'members
Farmworkers-

Days of fannwork:
Less than 25 days
25-149 .
150 or more

Age of farmworkers:
14-24 years

o -25-64
65 and over

Less than $ 1,000
Families
Family members
Farmworkers

Days of firrmwork:
Less than 25
25-149
ISO or more

Age of farmworkers:
14-24 years
2S-64
65 and over

See footnote at end of table.

143 107 18 17
528 389 92 47
195 127 49 19

.

48 44 2 3
99 53 43 3
48 30 5

.
13

128 94 29 4
67 .33 20 15

4 '2
7 5 2
4 2 2

2
2 2

2 2
2 2

Thousands

9 3 5 1

45 11 29 4
23 3 19 1

.-
1 , 1

22 3 19

17 3 13
6 6

4. 0

Continued

66 4..
4



Appendix table 11Comparison of all migran't fan
Ethnic groups by family income and fannwor

worker families with those receiving food stamps:
characteristics, November,1975, Continued

Family income;
days of farmwork;

and,age of farmworkers

Migrant farmworker families
Migrant farmworker families

receiving food stamps

Total
R.

Hispanic'.
Black
and

Other'
Total , White' Hispanic'

Black
and

Other'

7$1009-$2,999
FaMilies

,; Family members
Farinworkers

Days of farmwork:
Less than 25 days
25-149
`150 or more

Age of farmworkers:
14-24 years
2544
65 and over

$440044,999
Families
Family members

- 5faumworkers
Days of farmwork:

Less than 25 ,.
24-149 ,
150 or more

Age of farmworkers:
14-24 years kt-

2564
65 and over

18
60
29

.

- 2
22

5

19
9

t
14
55
22

3
11

7

12
10
_

5
18/

2
3

5

.

8
33

8

4i' 2
2

_ . 5

'5
3

6
30
17

15

2

12
4

3

15
10

10

6
4 -

Thousands

7
12 /

7

(
2
5

4
7
4

1

2

1

2

5

21
10

10

8
3

1

4
1

1

1

4:.

2

3
2

2

2

-!

".

3

17
9

9

6
3

--
--'

1

4"
1 -

1

1

See footnote at end of table.
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Appendix table 11Comparison of all migrant farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by family income and farmworker characteristics, November 1975 Continued_

Family income:
days of farmwork;

and age of farmworkers

Migrant farmworker families Migrant tarmworker families
. receiving food stamps

Total
-e

White' Hispanic'
Black
and

Other l
Total White fki(pan lc

Black
and

CkihV I

$3.000-$7.499
Families
Family members_

rmworkers
Days of farmwork:

Less than 25 days
25-149
150 or more

Age of farmworkers:
14-24 years

65 and over -
-44

25
101

7

11
13

20
'14

l'housands

A

21 3 2

84 18 8 .
25 2

5 2'
9 2 _ , 2

10 N. 3*.

18 2

6 5

'440

2

2 . )
.

2 cis

_
Mot

continued,See footnote at end of table.
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Appendix table 11Comparison of all migrant farmwoiker families with those receiving food stamps:

Ethnic groups by family income and farmworker characteristics, November 1975, Continued..,
Family income

days of farmwork-,
and age of farmworkers

.:.

Migrant farmworker families Migrant farmworker families
receiving food stamps

Total While! Hispanic!
- .Black

and .
Other!

Total White! Hispanic!
111

S7,500492999

Thousands

Families 20 17 3 2 2'
Family members 52 36 t7 1-74-i-,- 12

Farmworkers 29 16 13 10 10

Days of farmworki
Less than 25 days! -----/ 2 2 ..I 7
25.149 23 9 13 10 10

150 or more 5 5

Age of farmworkers: I
14-24 years 23 14 8 7 7

25.64 7 2 5 3 3

65 and over .....

'See footnote at end of table.
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Appendix table 11Comparison of all migraijgf worker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groupkby family income*and farmw chiracteristics, November 1975, Contint#

ily income:
days formwork;

ancrage of mworkers

Migrant farmworker families Migrant farmworker families
receiving food stamps

"Total White' Hispanic'
Black ,
and

Other'
al White' Hispanic'

Black
and

Other'

$ 10,000 and over

. -
Thousands

Families 58 53 2 3
Family members 233 2l0t. 8 15 -c
Farmworkers 76 69 2 5

Days of formwork:
41Less than 25 days 32 31 1

25-149 31 29 2 ,.
150 or more 13 9 4:

Age of farmworkers:
14-24 years 49' 48 1

, 25.64 27 21 2 - 4
65 and over _

Income not reported 4 3 1

'See footnote 3, text table 3 for ethnic categories.

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding.



Appendix table 12 Comparison of all migrant farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by region and family income, November 1975

Region and
family income

Migrant farmworker families
Migrant farmworker families

receiving food stamps

Total White'
afo
Hispanic'

Black
and

Other'
Total ' White I Hispanic'

Hefted States:
Less than $1,000
S1,00042,999

- 53,00044,999
55,000-$7,499
57,500- 59,999
S10,000 and over

\bincome hot reported
,

Northeast:
Less than $1,01:10
51,00042,999
$3,00044,999
S5,0047,499
$7,50049,999
$10,000 and over

Income not reported

See,footnOte at end of table.

4.,

Thousands

Blabk L
and

Other' ,

e

143
4

18
14
25
20
58

107

5
8

21
17
53

18'
1

6
3-

3

3
2

17

2
7

4

3

9
'

5 2.
, 1

2 2
2

,,
5

3

t

4 3 I' 4.

8 6 1.

I
._

* ...:

6 6 \
a. `.

I.

I
Continued



Appendix table 12- Comparison of all migrant farmworker families with those receiving food stamps:
Ethnic groups by region and family income,'November 1975, Continued

1

Region and
familyincome

Migrant farmworker families Migrant farmworker families receiving food stamps

Tbtal White' Hispanic
Black

and
Other 1

Total White I Hispanic'
Black

and
Other'

North Central:
Less than 51,000
$1,00042,999
S3,00044,999.
S5,00047,499
S7,50049;999
$10.000 and over

Income not reported

South:
Less than S1,000
51,00042,999 ..

S3,000 - $4,999
7,499$5,000 - $7,499

$7,50049,999
S 10,000`ancl over .

not reported
.

39
-

4
3 . .

S
10
14

58
4

13

11 .

7

5

15
4

, ..!

, 39.

4
3 .8

10
,14

31
-

2

5
7

2

13,
. '3

-

-

-

' 12
1

5

3

-
I 3

-
-

"1hot sands

7

- --.
- , -"
- -
- -

-

16 9
'2 .
7 5

4 I

- 2

- 2

2
I

-

-
t

-

-
-
-

.1.3Income ..

-
-

.

,- -
-

3 5
-

2 3-
2 -

2.
-
-.

-

-
-
-
-

-
-
4.

-
-
-

1

I

See footnote at end of table. . . Contintugl
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Appendix table 12L.Comparison of alf migrant fammorker families with those receivini food stamps
Ethnic groups by region and family income, November 1975, Continued

Regimi and
family income

Migrant farmworker families Migrant farmworker families
. receiving food stamps

Total White Hispanic'
Black ,

and
Other'

Total White' Hispanic'
Black
and

Other'

West:
Less than $1,000
$1,000-$2,999
$3,000-$4,999
$5,000-$7,499
$7,500-$9,999
$10,000 and'over

Income not repoited

Thousands

38 31 5 1

10 6 . , 3

5 5
23 20 2 1

'See footnote 3, text table 3.for ethnic group categories.

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding.
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. APPENDIX B
4

SOURCE AND RELIABILITY OF ESTIMATES

Estimates preseried in this report are based,on answers to supplementary
questions asked of household respondents in the December 1975 Current Popu-
lation Survey (CPS) conducted by the Bureau of the Census' The estimates were
derived from expanded sample data using the CPS estimating procedures. The
expansions used in the estimating procedures were based on statistics from the
1970 Census of Population; statistics on births, deaths, immigration and emi-
gration; and statistics on the number of people in the armed forces. The sample
included 461 areas comprising 923 counties and independent cities with cover-

° age in each State and the District of Columbia. The information was collected by
trained interviewers from approximately 47,000 households) 5

Reliability of the Estimates

Since these estimates were based on a sample olhouseholds, the estimates
may differ somewhat from figures that would have been obtained if all house-
holds had been contacted even if the same questions were asked, using thesame
enumerators and survey instructions. The differences that may be present be-
tween estimates in this report and figures obtained if all households had been
contacted are usually referred to as differences due to nonsampling and sampling
variability.

Nonsampling Variability

This type of variability occurs as a result of errors in responses and non-
reporting. Usually, it is not possible to derive from sample data an indication of
the amounrof nonsampling variability that may be present in a particular sample
estimate This kind of variability can be attributed to many sources (for instance,
inability to obtain information about all cases in the sample, definitional diffi-
culties, differences in the interpretation of questions, inability or unwillingness
to provide correct information on the part of respondents, inability,of respond-
ents to recall information, mistakes'made in collection such as in recording or
coding of data, mistakes made in processing the data, mistakes made estimating
values for missing data, and failure to represent all units in the sample). ''

,Sampling` Variability

Sampling variability or standard error is the variation that might occur by
chance between samplt estimates and figures from a complete census {As calcq-
lated for this report, the standard error also partially measures the effects of
certain nonsampling errors, but does not measure any systematic biases.

. (
15For t detailed explanation of the CPS sampling procedures, see (I3).

i
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;Standard errors fOr most-of the estimates in this report can be obtained
from appendix tables 13 and 14. Standard errors are useful to indicate the confi-
dence one may place in the accuracy,of a particular estimate. The chances that
an estimate is within one standard error of a figure' based on a complete census is
68 out of.100. The chances are increased to 90 out of 100 if the standard error
is multiplied by 1.6, and 95 out of 100 if it is multiplied by 2. ,

Estimating of Sampling Variability

The following tables contain estimates of standard errors for most of the
estimates in this report. Linear interpolation can be used to derive standard
errors for estimates not shown in the tables.

Appendix table 13-Standard errors for estimates in the report
(68 chances outkpf 100)

Size of estimate

25,000
50;000

100,000
250,000
500,000

1,000,000
2,500,000
3,000,000

Standard error

9,000'
13,000
18,00,0

`29,000
43,00
65,000

'121,000
139,000

NO : To obtain approximate standard errors for Hispanic persons Or workers multiply
the above standard errors by 1.6.

To obtain approximate standard ertors for number of families multiply the above
standard errors by .9. .

i 1
Appendix table 14-Standard errors of percentage distribution for workers

(68 chances out Of 100)

Estimated
percentage

Base of percen age in thousands

25 t 50 100 250 500 1,000 2,500 3,000

2 or 98
5 or 95

10 oi. 90
15 or 85
20 or 80
25 or 75
35 or 65
50 ...

4.9
7.6

10.5
12.5
r5..20

16.7
17.5

3.5
5.4
7.4
8.9
9.9

10.7
118
12.4

2.4
3.8
5.3
6.3
7.0
7.6
8.4.
8.8

Percent

1.6 1.1
2.6 1.7,
3.3 2.4
4.0 2.8
4.4 3.1
4.8 3.4
5.3 3.7
5.5 3.9'

0.8
1.2
1.7
2.0
2.2T
2.4
26
2.8

0.5
Q.8
1.1

1.3
1.4
1.5
1.7
1.8

0.4
0.7
1.0
1.1
1.3.
1.4
1.5
1.6

NOTE: To obtain approximate standard errors for Hispanic persons or workers, multiply,
the above standard errors by 1.6.

To obtain approximate standltd errors for number of families, multiply the
above standard errors by 0.9.

75
69

1



Illustration of Use of Standard Error Tables

table 8 of this report shows that in 1975 there were 131,000 hired farm-

worker families of Hispanic origin headed by a farmworker. Interpolation of

data in appendix table 13 shows the standard error for an estimate of this size to

be approximately 20,000. The factor for families is 0.9. Thus, the standard error

Of an estimate of 131,000 for Hispanic hired farmworker families headed by a

farmworker is approximately 18,000 (i.e., 20,000 x 0.9). Therefore, the chances

are 68 out of 100 that the sample estimate of 131,000 would have been an esti-

mate differing from a complete census figure by less than 18,000. The chances

are 95 out of 100 that the estimate would have differed from a complete census

figure by less than 36,000 (twice the standard error).

Standard Error of a Difference

In the narrative portion of the report, estimates from the survey were used

to discuss highlights of hired farmworker families Food Stamp Program partici-

pation and to compare these highlights among different groupswithin-the hired

farmworker family population and with other families. These comparisonsutilize

only estimates that were significantly different by two or more standard errors

unless otherwise indicated. The statistical test used to determine the significance

of differences between estimates was as follows:

To obtain the standard error of the estimated difference, the.following standard

error of a difference formula, was used. -

0 (x-y)
= x2 + 0 2

ax '
ay = the standard errors of the two esti-

mates being compared

0 (x-y) = standard error of their difference

Using the standard error of their difference, the absolute differences between

two estimates had to be equal to or greater than the amount derived in the rust

two of the following three conditions before the e'stimates were compared in the

narrative portion of this report. t
Condition I: if the difference between the two estimates compar. ed was equal to

or greater than two times the standard error of their difference, then the esti-

mates were considered significantly different.

Condition II: if the difference between the two,estimates compared was equal to

or greater than 1.6 times the standard error but less than twice the standard

error, then the estimates compared were not considered as significantly different

, but as two estimates that may be different; or there was some evidence tliat a

difference existed between thestimates.
Condition III: if the difference between the two estimates was less than 1.6

times the standard error opthe.difference, then the two estimates were not con-

sidered significantly different. , .
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